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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



WARNER BROS. ENTERTAINMENT INC., a 
Delaware corporation. 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

JESSIE HARDEN, 

Defendant. 



Civil ActionNo.: 1 :06-cv-00287-ESH 



DECLARATION OF KAREN R. THORLAND IN SUPPORT OF 
APPLICATION FOR ENTRY OF DEFAULT JUDGMENT BY THE COURT 



I, KAREN R. THORLAND, declare: 

1 . I am an attorney at law licensed to practice before the Courts of the State 
of California. I am a partner with the law firm of Loeb & Loeb LLP, attorneys for Plaintiff. 
Unless otherwise stated, I have personal knowledge of the following facts and, if called and 
sworn as a witness, could and would competently testify thereto. 

2. Plaintiff is among the world's leading motion picture studios. 

3. To combat infringement of its copyrighted motion pictures on peer-to-peer 
("P2P") networks. Plaintiff retained MediaSentry, a company that provides online anti-piracy 
and copyright protection services, to identify direct in&ingers of Plaintiff s copyrights on P2P 
networks. (See Declaration of Elizabeth Hardwick ("Hardwick Decl.").) 

Identification of Defendant 

4. Under the direct supervision of Loeb & Loeb LLP, MediaSentry effected 
searches of several P2P networks for infringing copies of Plaintiff s copyrighted motion pictures. 
When MediaSentry located a user offering Plaintiffs copyrighted works for download, it sought 
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to download those files while it obtained information to confirm the infringement and identify 
the infringer. ( See Hardwick Decl.) These downloaded files and the logs that evidence that the 
files were distributed by Defendant were subsequently reviewed by Loeb & Loeb LLP to 
confirm that the files Defendant distributed were in fact copies of substantial portions of a 
motion picture, the rights to which are ovmed by Plaintiff. 

5. Because Defendant used a fictitious network name or pseudonym to copy 
and distribute Plaintiff's copyrighted work. Plaintiff was initially only able to identify Defendant 
by the unique Internet Protocol ("IP") address assigned to him by his Internet Service Provider 
("ISP"), Verizon Internet Services, Inc. ("Verizon"), on the date and at the time of the 
infringement. (See Hardwick Decl.) Based on this information, Plaintiff filed a John Doe 
lawsuit against Defendant and others in the District of District of Columbia, the jurisdiction in 
which Verizon is located. 

6. ISPs keep track of the IP addresses assigned to their subscribers in "user 
logs." ( Id.) These user logs provide the most accurate means to coimect an infringer's identity 
to its infiinging activity. ( Id.) Accordingly, in this John Doe lawsuit, Plaintiff filed a motion for 
leave to serve a subpoena on Verizon, seeking Defendant's true identity. This motion was 
granted, and, on October 13, 2005, Plaintiff served a subpoena on Verizon. A true and correct 
copy of this subpoena is attached hereto as Exhibit "1 ." 

7. In its response to this subpoena, dated November 1 8, 2005, Verizon 
identified Defendant as the individual using the IP address obtained by MediaSentry at the time 
of infringement. A true and correct redacted copy of this subpoena response is attached hereto as 
Exhibit "2." 
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8. Plaintiff dismissed tlie John Doe suit as against this Defendant without 
prejudice, and sought to negotiate an out-of-court settlement with Defendant. Defendant has 
refused to settle this dispute, leaving Plaintiff no choice but to file the instant action. 

The Instant Action 

9. On February 16, 2006, Plaintiff filed the Complaint, a true and correct 
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "3." 

10. Plaintiff served Defendant with a copy of the Summons and Complaint on 
February 25, 2006, and Defendant's response was due twenty days thereafter. 

1 1 . Defendant failed to respond within the statutory period. On March 20, 
2006, Plaintiff sent Defendant a letter advising him that he was in default and if he failed to 
answer the lawsuit that a default judgment would be enforced against him. No response was 
received and no answer was served. On April 11, 2007, the Clerk of the Court entered default 
against Defendant. Attached hereto as Exhibit "4" is a copy of the Default By Clerk. 

12. Defendant has not appeared in this action. 

13. I have no reason to believe that Defendant is an infant or incompetent 
person. 

14. I have no reason to believe that Defendant is in the military service. 

15. No part of the j udgment sought in this motion has been paid. 

Attorneys' Fees And Costs 

16. In this case, Plaintiff has incurred attorneys' fees in the amount of 
$4,283.43 (which amount reflects a 15% discount on the attorneys' fees of Loeb & Loeb LLP for 
the purposes of this action only) and litigation costs in this case in the amount of $439.78, for a 
total of $4,723.21, in attorneys' fees and costs. As demonstrated by the billing statements 
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attached hereto as Exhibit "5," the time expended and costs incurred in prosecuting this action 
were reasonable. Moreover, upon information and belief, the rates requested are commensurate 
with those generally charged for similar work in this district. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America 
that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this day of , at Los Angeles, California. 



Karen R. Thorland 
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Exhibit 1 
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AO 85 (Rov. 1 1/94) SlApotna in a Chil Casts 



Issued by the 

United States District Court 

DTSTRTCT OV HTSTRTrT OF mT.ITMBTA 



WARNER BROS,; COLUMJStAHCTCRESjTWlsm-reTH (BTTRPriFlSTA IN A flVn-rASir. 

CENTURVIsOXjNEWLINEPKOBVCTIONStrARAMOUJlT i3Var\JSL,Vlii. ij.1 «. Wi r lxj v^rtui^ 

PICTURES: DISIWV tVreRFRISES: lod SONV PtCIUKK HOME 
ENTEKTAINMINT 



DOES 1-17 

To; Verizon IntSi-Dct Services, iBc CaseNo, U05-CV-1910 

c/o Patrick M. FlKherty 
Designated Agent for DMCA Notices 
Verizon CorjK>i*atc Services Corp. 
15JS Nortli Conrtliouse Road, Suite 50O 
Arlington, VA 22201 

D YOU ARE COMMANDED to appesir in the United Stales District Court at tlie place, dale, and lime specified 
below to ie stify i n ttie above case. 



PLACE OF IBSTIMONY 



DATE AND TIME 



D you ARE. COMMANDED to appear tt ftfl piece, dale and time specified belo%v w tcsliii- al the taJdngoT* deposition io (>ie 

fit>ovecase: 



PLACE OF DEPOSmON 



DATE AND TIMB 



la YOU ARE COMMANDED 10 pwduce and pennil inspection Wd copying of tllo fcllcwing docunwlM or objects M tlic 
place, dale, and time specified bo.loft- (Ji:;i' documents or objects); Jil^rmation, includiRg n*tn^ address, teleplionft nnmber, e-ntnil 
xddres!, and MtdiJt Aeeess Cnnhrol Addresses, sufticient to identify Ihe alle^ infringers ercnpyrighted motion pietnres, listed by 
IP address in Attn^nient A to tliis 1^u1>pmb«. __^^_™« 



riACE 

Meyer. Klipper & Molir.PLlC 

M3FifteenlliSteret,N.W, 

WashlnstoniBCIOOOS 

rhone: (a02)S37J!850 



DATE AND TIME 



YOU ARE CCMMANDHD to pennll inspection of tile following remises at llie dsie and lime spcdfied below. 

D.We AND TIME 

November IS, 2IXU at 9:m AM 



Any organization not a party to ttm Suit tliat is subpoenaed for tlie talcing of deposition sliajl designate one or more 
officers, directors, or managing agems, or other persons.ivlio consent to tcstifi' on its beliatf, and may set forth, for 
each peaoti desfeialed, ttie matters on which the person will ie5tl&. Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 30 WC6). 



.Atierncys for Plaintins 



" ^^'^^ B, ^oor 



ISSUING omCER'S NAME, ADOi^ESS AND PHONE NUMBER 

CHRIStOPHER A. MOHR 

Meyer, Klipper « Mohf, PILC 

9J3 Fiftemtb Steret, !S.W. 

"Weshingtoa. DC 200OS 

Plione! ttOi)S31-«KD 



(Sec Rule 45. Federal Roles ofCivil Procedure, Puns C & D on Reverse) 
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ATTACHMENT A 

68.236.16.47 2005-07-23 01:53:45 EDT 

151.203.70.2102005-08-08 07:33:25 EDT 

141.151.95.55 2005-07-22 16:17:11 EDT 

138.88.220.59 2005-07-13 16:10:08 EDT 

141.150.35.21 2005-07-23 02:48:43 EDT 

141.152.139.84 2005-08-02 22:15:37 EDT 

141.154.80.243 2005-08-06 09:12:22 EDT 

141.155.119.231 2005-07-24 06:43:38 EDT 

141.155.152.220 2005-07-27 20:20:39 EDT 

141.157.182.168 2005-08-05 09:58:13 EDT 

141.157.99.165 2005-07-10 10:13:18 EDT 

151.197.34.32 2005-08-07 07:22:26 EDT 

151.203.112.193 2005-07-19 06:07:17 EDT 

151.204.158.248 2005-07-30 08:06:13 EDT 

151.204.242.107 2005-07-11 21:16:17 EDT 

68.160.145.116 2005-08-16 05:29:00 EDT 

68.236.59.92 2005-07-26 03:04:37 EDT 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 



SERVED 
Subpoena In A 
Civil Case 


Date 

October 13, 2005 


Place 

1515 North Courthouse Road, Suite 500, Arlington, VA 22201 


served on (Print Name) 

Patrick M. Flaherty - Designated Agent for DMCA Notices, 

Verizon Corporate Services Corp. 


Manner of Service 

Via Facsimile and ovemight mail 


served by (Print Name) 
Vicki Henderson 


Title 

Legal Assistant 



DECLARATION OF SERVER 



I Declare under penalty of perjury under the law of Ae United States pf America that the foregoing 
information contained in the Proof of Service is true and ca 

■'''■' 4'/; A 



Executed on 



Date 




Signature of Seryar / // /) J f 



Address of |rver-W^^ 



Rule 45, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Parts C & D 

(c) PROTECTION OF PERSONS SUBJECT TO SUBPOENAS. 

(1) A party or an atcomcy responsible for the issuance and service ofa subpoena shall take reasonable steps to avoid imposing undue burden or e;q»nse on a 
person subject to that subpoena. The court on behalf of which the subpoena was issued shall enforce this duty and impose upon the party or attorney in breach of this duty an 
appropriate sanction, which may include, but is not limited to, lost earnings and a reasonable attorney's fees. 

(2) (A) A person commanded to produce and permit inspection and copying of designated books, papers, documents or tangible things, or inspection of premises 
need not appear in person at the place of production or inspection unless commanded to appear for deposition, hearing or trial. 

(B) Subject to paragraph (d)(2) of this rule, a person commanded to produce and permit inspection and copying may, within 14 days afterservice of the 
subpoena or before the titnc specified for conrqiliance if such time is less than 14 days after service, serve upon the party or attorney designated in the subpoena written objection to 
inspection or copying of any or all of the designated materials or of the premises. If objection is made, die party serving the subpoena may, upon notice to the person commanded 
to produce, move at any time for an order to conpel the production. Such an order to compel production shall protect any person who is not a party or an officer ofa party from 
significant expense resulting from the inspection and copying commanded. 



(3) 



(A) Ontimelymotion, the court by which a subpoena was issued shall quash or modify the subpoena if it: 
(i) fails to allow reasonable time for conqiliance; 



(ii) requires a person who is not a party or an officer of a party to travel to a place more than 1 00 mi tes from the place where that person resides, is 

enfitoyed or regularly transacts business in person, except that, subject to the provisions of clause (cKSX^Ki") of this rule, such a person may in order to attend trial 
be commanded to travel from any such place within the state in which the trial is held, or 

(iii) requires disclosure or privileged or other protected matter and no exception or waiver applies, or 

(iv) subjects a person to undue burden, 

(B) If a subpoena 

(i) requires disclosure ofa trade secret or other confidential research, development, or commercial information, or 

(ii) requires disclosure of an unretained expert's opinion or information not describing specific events or occurrences in dispone and resulting from 

the expert's study made not at the request of any party, or 

(iii) requires a person who is not a party or an officer ofa party to incur substantial e?ipense to travel more than 100 miles to attend trial, the court 
may, to protect a person subject to or affected by the subpoena, quash or modi^ the subpoena or, if the party in whose behalf the subpoena is issued shows a 
substantial need for the testimony or material that cannot be otherwise met without undue hardship and assures that the person to whom the subpoena is addressed will 
be reasonably compensated, the court may order appearance or production only upon specified conditions. 

(d) DUTIES IN RESPONDING TO SUBPOENA. 

(1} A person responding to a subpoena to produce documents shall produce them as they are kept in the usual course of business or shall organize and label 

them to correspond with the categories in the demand. 

(2) When information subject to a subpoena is withheld on a claim that it is privileged or subject to protection as trial preparation materials, the claim shall 

be made expressly and shall be supported by a description of the nature of the documents, communications, or things not produced that is sufficient to enable the demanding party 
to contest the claim. 
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Exhibit 2 
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Patrick M.Ftaharty 

Designated Agent for DMCA Notices 

Verizon Corporate Services Corp. 



November 18, 2005 



venyon 



1515 North Court House Road 

Suite 600 

Arlington, Virginia 22201 

Phone 703 351-3845 

Fax 703 351-3669 

patrlck.m.flaherty$verlzon.com 



VIA EMAIL (kthoriand@loeb.com) 
AND FEDEX 

Ms. Karen R. Thorland 

Loeb & Loeb LLP 

10100 Santa Monica Blvd. 

Suite 2200 

Los Angeles, California 90067-4164 

Re: Responses to Subpoena Issued in Docket No. 05-CV-1910 

Dear Ms. Thorland: 

Enclosed are Verizon Internet Services Inc. 's ("Verizon") responses for seventeen (17) IP 
addresses as requested by the above-referenced subpoena (see Exhibit A). 



above. 



Please do not hesitate to contact me about any of these matters at the number listed 

Very truly yours, 

Patrick M. Flaherty / 



Enclosure 



Case 1 :06-cv-00287-GK Document 9-4 Filed 08/29/2007 Page 11 of 28 



Exhibit 
A 



Case 1 :06-cv-00287-GK Document 9-4 Filed 08/29/2007 Page 1 2 of 28 

CONFIDENTIAL PURSUANT TO CONFIDENTIALITY AND 
NON-DISCLOSURE AGREEMENT 

CIVIL SUBPOENA RESPONSE 

November 18, 2005 

Karen R. Thorland 

Loeb & Loeb LLP 

1 01 00 Santa Monica Blvd. 

Suite 2200 

Los Angeles, CA 90067-4164 

RE: Subpoena in Docket No. 5-1910 

To Whom It May Concern; 

In response to a subpoena issued in Docket No. 05-1910: 

IP Address: 138.88.220.59 Date & Time: 2005-07-13 16:10:08 EDT 

Jessie Harden 

2845 DENVER ST SE, APT T4 
WASHINGTON, DC 20020 
Telephone No: (202)584-0139 

Objection: All customer information contained in this response is CONFIDENTIAL 
AND PROPRIETARY BUSINESS INFORMATION of the Verizon affiliate providing 
this response. Verizon Internet Services Inc. and/or the particular Verizon affiliate 
providing this response ("Verizon") objects pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Procedture 
45(c)(3) and 26(c)(7) to any use or disclosure of this information to the extent such use or 
disclosure violates the Confidentiality and Non-Disclosure Agreement (the "Agreement") 
entered into by Verizon and the Motion Picture Association of America, for itself and on 
behalf of its members. Pursuant to the Agreement certain protections apply to the 
handling, use, and return of this commercially and competitively sensitive information 
and this response is made in reliance upon, and is specifically subject to, that Agreement. 
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Exhibit 3 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



WARNER BROS. ENTERTAINMENT INC., 
a Delaware corporation. 

Plaintiff, 



JESSIE HARDEN, 

Defendant. 



Civil Action No.: 



COMPLAINT FOR COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT 

Plaintiff, by its attorneys, for its complaint against Defendant, alleges: 
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. This is a civil action seeking damages and injunctive relief for copyright 
infringement under the copyright laws of the United States (17 U.S.C. § 101 et seq.). 

2. This Court has jurisdiction under 17 U.S.C. § 101 et seq.; 28 U.S.C. § 1331 
(federal question); and 28 U.S.C. § 1338(a) (copyright). 

3. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendant, and venue in this District is 
proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) and/or 28 U.S.C. § 1400(a), because Defendant resides in this 
District and the acts of infringement complained of herein origmated in this District. 

PARTIES 

4. Plaintiff Warner Bros. Entertainment Inc. ("Plaintiff') is one of the world's 
leading creators and distributors of motion pictures. Plaintiff brings this action to stop Defendant 
from copying and distributing to others over the Internet unauthorized copies of Plaintiffs 
copyrighted motion pictures. Defendant's infringements allow Defendant and others to 
unlawfully obtain and distribute for free unauthorized copyrighted works that Plaintiff spends 
millions of dollars to create and/or distribute. Each time Defendant unlawfully distributes a free 
copy of one of Plaintiff's copyrighted motion pictures to others over the Internet, each person 
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who copies that motion picture can then distribute that unlawful copy to others without any 
significant degradation in sound and picture quality. Thus, Defendant's distribution of even one 
unlawful copy of a motion picture can result in the nearly instantaneous worldwide distribution 
of that single copy to a limitless number of people. Plaintiff now seeks redress for this rampant 
infringement of its exclusive rights. 

5. Plaintiff is a Delaware corporation, with its principal place of business at 4000 
Warner Boulevard, Burbank, California. Plaintiff is engaged in the production, acquisition and 
distribution of motion pictures for theatrical exhibition, home entertainment and other forms of 
distribution. Plaintiff is the owner of the copyrights and/or the pertinent exclusive rights under 
copyright in the United States in motion pictures, including those identified in Exhibit A, which 
have been unlawfully distributed over the Internet by the Defendant. 

6. Upon information and belief. Defendant, an individual, resides in this District. 

COUNT I 
INFRINGEMENT OF COPYRIGHTS 

7. Plaintiff is responsible for the creation, development, production and distribution 
of numerous commercially released motion pictures. 

8. At all relevant times Plaintiff has been the holder of the pertinent exclusive rights 
infringed by Defendant, as alleged hereunder, for certain copyrighted motion pictures, including, 
but not limited to, Constantine (the "Copyrighted Motion Picture"). The Copyrighted Motion 
Picture is the subject of a valid Certificate of Copyright Registration issued by the Register of 
Copyrights. A true and correct copy of this Certificate of Copyright Registration is attached 
hereto as Exhibit A. 

9. The Copyrighted Motion Picture contains a copyright notice advising the viewer 
that it is protected by the copyright laws. 

10. Plaintiff is informed and believes that Defendant, without the permission or 
consent of Plaintiff, has used, and continues to use, an online media distribution system to 
distribute to the public, including by making available for distribution to others, on or about July 
13, 2005, the Copyrighted Motion Picture. In doing so. Defendant has violated Plaintiff's 

2 
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exclusive rights of reproduction and distribution. Defendant's actions constitute infringement of 
Plaintiffs exclusive rights protected under the Copyright Act of 1976 (17 U.S.C. § 101 et seq.). 

11. The foregoing acts of infringement have been willful, intentional, and in disregard 
of and vifith indifference to Plaintiff's rights. 

12. As a result of Defendant's infringement of Plaintiffs exclusive rights under 
copyright, Plaintiff is entitled to relief pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 504, and to its attorneys' fees and 
costs pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 505. 

13. Defendant's conduct is causing, and unless enjoined and restrained by this Court 
will continue to cause. Plaintiff great and irreparable injury that cannot fully be compensated or 
measured in money. Plaintiff has no adequate remedy at law. Pursuant to 17 U.S.C. §§ 502 and 
503, Plaintiff is entitled to injunctive relief prohibiting Defendant from further infringing 
Plaintiffs exclusive rights under the Copyright Act of 1976 and ordering that Defendant destroy 
all copies of the Copyrighted Motion Picture made in violation of those rights. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Defendant as follows: 
1. For entry of preliminary and permanent injunctions 

providing Defendant shall be enjoined from directly or indirectly 
infringing Plaintiff's rights in the Copyrighted Motion Picture and 
any motion picture, whether now in existence or later created, that 
is owned or controlled by Plaintiff ("Plaintiffs Motion Pictures"), 
including without limitation by using the Internet to reproduce or 
copy any of Plaintiffs Motion Pictures, to distribute any of 
Plaintiffs Motion Pictures, or to make any of Plaintiff's Motion 
Pictures available for distribution to the public, except pursuant to 
a lawful license or with the express authority of Plaintiff. 
Defendant also shall destroy all copies of Plaintiff s Motion 
Pictures that Defendant has downloaded onto any computer hard 
drive or server without Plaintiffs authorization and shall destroy 
all copies of those downloaded motion pictures transferred onto 

3 
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any physical medium or device in Defendant's possession, 
custody, or control. 

2. For actual damages or statutory damages pursuant to 17 
U.S.C. § 504, at the election of Plaintiff. 

3. For Plaintiff's costs. 

4. For Plaintiff's reasonable attorneys' fees. 

5. For such other and further relief as the Court deems proper. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: 



ihhfoO' CL'Ji^Qa^ A. 



Stanley M. Brand (D.C. Bar No. 213082) 
Ross A. Nabatoff (D.C. Bar No. 376665) 
Andrew D. Herman (D.C. Bar No. 462334) 
Brand Law Group 
923 Fifteenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005 
Tel. (202) 662-9700 
Fax (202) 737-7565 

Christopher A. Mohr (D.C. Bar No. 458599) 
Michael R. Klipper (D.C. Bar No. 166074) 
MEYER, KLIPPER & MOHR, PLLC 
923 Fifteenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005 
Tel.: (202) 637-0850 
Fax: (202) 637-0851 

Alexandra N. DeNeve {pro hoc vice pending) 

Loeb & Loeb LLP 

345 Park Avenue 

New York; New York 10154-0037 

Telephone: (212) 407-4000 

Facsimile: (212) 407-4990 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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Exhibit A 
JESSIE HARDEN 



COPYRIGHT OWNER MOVIE TITLE REG# 

Lonely Film Productions GmbH & Co Constantine PA 1-250-719 

KG 
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EXHIBIT A 
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Certificate of Registration 



STAT^ j 




This CotigciK: issued under the stC of the Copyri^t 
Office in acci^rdancewitli title 17, United States Code, 
attests that npstiation has been made for the work 
identijied below. The infonnation on this cenlGcate has 
been made » pan of the Copyright OiSce records. 




r/^63feo 



Registe?6f Copyrights, United States of America 
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Default - Rule 55A (CO 40 Revised-DC 02/00) 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



WARNER BROS. ENTERTAINMENT, INC. 
Plaintiff(s) 



Civil Action No. 06-287 (GK) 



JESSIE HARDEN 



RE: 



Defendant(s) 
JESSIE HARDEN 



DEFAULT 

It appearing that the above-named defendant(s) failed to plead or otherwise defend this action 
thoughduly served with summons and copy of the complaint on February 25, 2006 , and an 

affidavit on behalf of the plaintiff having been filed, it is this _nth_ day of Ap"' , i22L declared 

that defendant(s) is/are in default. 



NANCY MAYER-WHITTINGTON, Clerk 




Deputy Clerk 
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Harden Billing 



Professional Services 



2/1 0/06 CM E-mail to A. Edmiston re ; review 

rules on SO protess of individuals in both DC and federal 
rules; draft e-mail to A, Edmiston re confer 

w/Brand Law Group: review documents for R.l 1; review 
R.26 discoverj' motion for Disney and prepare to file; 
Voice mail to A. Ediniston 

Review Harden doeumenls; e-mail w/A, Edmiston 



Review filing; review local rules; arrange service of 
process; e-mail to L&L re 

Review proof of service in Harden 

Meeting w/R. Nabalofl"; review notice of dismissal; 
telephone call to A. Edmiston; telephone call to 
Judge's chambers; review change of address form and 
File same; revise notice of dismissal 



Dl . Research and draft Warner Bros address change for 
Harden case 

3/17/06 DL Status check on pending cases; telephone call to C. 

Dieh at D.C. Court about errors in Motion to Dismiss 
In Paramount case; draft amended Motion to Dismiss 



2/15/2006 


CM 


2/16/06 


CM 


3/9/06 


CM 


3/14/06 


CM 



1,40 


$420.00 


.50 


$150.00 


.30 


$90.00 


.10 


$ 30.00 



.70 



.80 



$210.00 
$80.00 



.50 S50.00 



4/1 1/06 CM Review Harden notice of default judgment; review 

complaint, 26(a) motion; local rules; give instructions 

to paralegal and prepare for filing; review filing before 

going to printer for .scanning 1 .75 $525 .00 

4/12/06 CM Review tiling upon return from printer; e-mail to 

A. Edmiston .40 $120.00 



4/17/06 CM Review e-mails, etc, re 

review rules re same; review 
motion to quash reply and attached affidavit; draft 
e-mail to A. Deneue 

4/27/06 CM Telephone call w/Chambers re 

4/28/06 CM E-mails re A. Deneue, A. Edmiston 



1.20 


$360,00 


.20 


$60,00 


.30 


S90.00 
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6;27.'06 CM RL'ply lOL'-mailrf .10 S30.00 

8-:S,06 CM Ri.>vit%\ dalt; tor I brdfii .30 S90.UO 

9/29,06 CM Tdcphonc cull w, L&L re , e-mail to RRJ 

re .10 SjO.OO 

Olher Chiirees 

2/27/06 Service oC Proeess S70.00 

Brand [.aw Gnmp Charaes : 

2'l6/06 Rj\N Review llling; file copies with District Court SI 50.00 

2/16/06 Courier C hargfs $91.85 

2/16/06 Ml ing I- ci; $250.00 

SUBTOTALS: 

Prolessional Fees: S2,485.00 

Expen.'ies . $ 411.85 

TOTAL: $ 2,896.85 



